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distinguish them, their writings differ in certain
fundamental respects that are sufficient to warrant
their rough classification as above stated. The fun-
damental difference has primarily to do with just
this question as to the utility, and especially the
object or purpose, of sociology.

It is difficult to select terms that will clearly indi-
cate this difference. They might be characterized
respectively as the static and the dynamic schools.
The objection to these terms is that both recognize
dynamic phenomena, although one of them devotes
little attention to it. More correctly speaking, it
recognizes social movements, but pays little atten-
tion to the forces that cause these movements. One
writer has expressly objected to the term dynamic,
and proposed to substitute Jcinetie, as not connoting
force. There is no objection to the use of the name
dynamic for the other school, as its distinguishing
characteristic is the emphasis it places on the con-
ception of forces in society, and it also recognizes
conscious as well as unconscious social forces. The
statico-kinetic school might also with considerable
propriety be called the Spencerian school, since Mr.
Spencer's sociology is marked by substantially the
same characteristics, and the American writers are
virtually disciples of Spencer. No one of the
dynamic writers, however, would be willing to be
called Comtean, because, although Comte treated of
both social statics and social dynamics, and clearly
differentiated them, still he can scarcely be said to